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DETAILED ACTION 

1 . The text of those sections of Title 35, U.S. Code not included in this action can 
be found in a prior Office action. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

2. Claims 25-34, 36, and 38-47 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being 
anticipated by Wolf et al. (U.S. Pat. No. 6,463,508), hereinafter referred to as Wolf. 

3. Regarding claim 30, Wolf disclosed a method and system comprising receiving, 
by a server, a request from a first client device over the data communication network, 
the request identifying streaming data content stored on a storage system (see column 

4. lines 27-30); transmitting a data request message from the server to a first controller 
device associated with the storage system, the data request message identifying the 
first client device and the data content requested by the first client device (see column 
31-35); retrieving a first block of the data content from the storage system by the first 
controller device (see column 4, lines 58-61 ); sending a second data request message 
from the first controller device to a second controller device associated with the storage 
system, the second data request message identifying the first client device and a 
second block of the data content (see column 5, lines 1-3); retrieving the second block 
of the data content from the storage system by the second controller device (see 
column 5, lines 1-3); transferring the first block of data to the first client device from the 
first controller device (see column 5, lines 15-17); sending a synchronization message 
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from the first controller device to the second controller device (see column 5, lines 15- 
17); and in response to the synchronization message, transferring the second block of 
data to the first client device from the second controller device over a communication 
path that does not include the first controller device (see column 5, lines 21-24). 

4. Regarding claim 31 , Wolf disclosed the method and system wherein the steps of 
retrieving the data blocks, each include reading the data block from the storage system 
and applying one of an encryption and a decompression algorithm to the read data 
block (see column 8, lines 27-39). 

5. Regarding claim 32, Wolf disclosed the method and system wherein the first and 
second controller devices are communicably coupled over a bus (see column 3, lines 
23-25; Fig. 1). 

6. Regarding claim 33, Wolf disclosed the method and system wherein the first and 
second controller devices are communicably coupled over a storage area network (see 
column 3, lines 23-25; Fig. 1). 

7. Regarding claim 34, Wolf disclosed the method and system wherein the first and 
second controller devices are communicably coupled to the storage system over a 
storage area network (see column 3, lines 18-25; Fig. 1). 

8. Regarding claim 36, Wolf disclosed the method and system wherein the first 
controller device communicates with the storage system over a storage area network 
(see column 3, lines 18-25; Fig. 1). 
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9. Regarding claim 38, Wolf disclosed the method and system wherein the first 
controller device is located in a network switch device coupled to the data 
communication network (see column 3, lines 42-64; Fig. 2). 

10. Regarding claim 25, Wolf disclosed the method and system wherein the first and 
second controller devices are located in geographically remote locations relative to each 
other (see column 8, lines 49-54). 

1 1 . Regarding claim 26, Wolf disclosed the method and system wherein the first and 
second controller devices communicate over a second data communication network 
different from the first data communication network (see column 3, lines 18-25; Fig. 1). 

12. Regarding claim 27, Wolf disclosed the method and system wherein the server 
communicates with the first controller device over the first data communication network 
(see column 3, lines 18-41; Fig. 1). 

13. Regarding claim 28, Wolf disclosed the method and system wherein the second 
controller communicates with the first client device over the first data communication 
network (see column 3, lines 18-41; Fig. 1). 

14. Regarding claim 29, Wolf disclosed the method and system wherein the second 
controller device communicates with the storage system over a storage area network 
(see column 3, lines 18-25; Fig. 1). 

15. Regarding claim 39, Wolf disclosed a method and system comprising receiving, 
by a first controller device, a request sent by a client device over the data 
communication network, the request identifying streaming data content stored on a 
storage system, (see column 4, lines 27-30); processing the request by the first 
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controller device (see column 4, lines 30-31 ); and coordinating, by the first controller 
device, the delivery of the requested streaming data to the client device over the data 
communication network by both the first controller and a second controller device, 
wherein the first controller retrieves and delivers a first portion of the data to the client, 
and wherein the second controller retrieves and delivers a second portion of the data to 
the client over a communication path that does not include the first controller device 
(see column 5, lines 15-17). 

16. Regarding claim 40, Wolf disclosed the method and system including retrieving, 
by the first controller device, a first portion of the streaming data content from the 
storage system over the SAN (see column 4, lines 58-61); and transferring the retrieved 
first portion of the data content directly to the first client device over the data 
communication network from the first controller device (see column 5, lines 15-17). 

17. Regarding claim 41 , Wolf disclosed the method and system wherein the request 
is first sent to a server by the client device (see column 4, lines 27-30). 

18. Regarding claim 42, Wolf disclosed the method and system further including 
notifying the server that the request is being processed by the first controller device (see 
column 4, lines 31-35). 

19. Regarding claim 43, Wolf disclosed the method and system including transmitting 
a data request message from the first controller device to the second controller device, 
wherein the data request message identifies the client device and the data content 
requested by the first client device, and wherein the second controller device is coupled 
to the storage system over a storage area network (SAN) (see column 5, lines 1-3); 
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retrieving, by the second controller device, the second portion of the streaming data 
content from the storage system over the SAN (see column 5, lines 1-3); and 
transferring the second portion of the retrieved data content to the first client device over 
the data communication network from the second controller device (see column 5, lines 
21-24). 

20. Regarding claim 44, Wolf disclosed the method and system wherein the first and 
second controller devices are coupled by a communication bus (see column 3, lines 18- 
25; Fig. 1). 

21. Regarding claim 45, Wolf disclosed the method and system wherein the 
communication bus is a PCI bus (see column 3, lines 18-25; Fig. 1). 

22. Regarding claim 46, Wolf disclosed the method and system wherein the first 
controller device is located in a first network switch device coupled to the data 
communication network and wherein the second controller device is located in a second 
network switch device coupled to the data communication network (see column 3, lines 
42-64; Fig. 2). 

23. Regarding claim 47, Wolf disclosed the method and system wherein the first and 
second controller devices communicate over one of the data communication network 
and a back end network (see column 3, lines 42-64; Fig. 2). 



Claim Objections 
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24. Claim 35 is objected to as being dependent upon a rejected base claim, but 
would be allowable if rewritten in independent form including all of the limitations of the 
base claim and any intervening claims. 

Response to Arguments 

25. Applicant's arguments filed 1 0/06/06 have been fully considered but they are not 
persuasive. 

26. Regarding claims 25-36 and 38-47 rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 12, second 
paragraph, Examiner acknowledges Applicant's amendments to the claims in 
overcoming the rejection. The rejection has been withdrawn. 

27. Regarding claims 25-34, 36, and 38-47 rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being 
anticipated by Wolf et al. (U.S. Pat. No. 6,463,508), Applicant traverses the rejection. 
Applicant asserts that Wolf fails to teach "sending a synchronization message from the 
first controller device to the second controller device". Examiner submits that reference 
reads upon this broad limitation as Wolf disclosed sending a prefetch request from the 
first proxy to the second proxy (see column 5, lines 8-29). Such a request can be 
broadly considered to be a synchronization message, as the delivered data responsive 
to the request was "delivered based on the timing requirement of the media delivery" 
and the prefetch request requested media blocks starting from a certain block number. 
The inherent timing information contained within the request causes a synchronization 
of the delivered data and thus reads upon the "synchronization message" as claimed. 
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28. Applicant further asserts that Wolf fails to teach "in response to the 
synchronization message, transferring the second block of data to the first client device 
from the second controller device over a communication path that does not include the 
first controller device" as recited in independent claim 30. Although Applicant argues 
that the second proxy of Wolf sends the requested segments of data to the first 
requesting proxy instead of directly to the first client over a path that doesn't include the 
first proxy, Examiner submits that Wolf anticipated such a concept. Wolf clearly 
disclosed the use of a "second controller device" as claimed for transmitting additional 
blocks of data (see column 4, lines 58-61; column 5, lines 3), implemented as a proxy. 
Wolf also disclosed that such proxies may transfer data blocks directly to the client over 
a network (see column 5, lines 15-17). Most importantly, Wolf disclosed that the 
concept of transferring data blocks directly from a proxy to a client could be 
implemented using multiple proxies (see column 8, lines 49-54), i.e., a second controller 
device. Examiner submits that this suggestion to use multiple instances of the 
disclosed proxy for delivering data directly to a client (i.e., a "first controller device") 
reads on the broad concept of using a second controller device coupled directly to the 
client as claimed. It is under this rationale that independent claims 30 and 39 are 
rejected. 

Conclusion 

THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. Applicant is reminded of the extension of time 
policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1 . 1 36(a). 
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A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1 .136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the mailing date of this final action. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Joseph R. Maniwang whose telephone number is (571 ) 

272- 3928. The examiner can normally be reached on Mon-Fri 8:00-4:30. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, William C. Vaughn can be reached on (571) 272-3922. The fax phone 
number for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571- 

273- 8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 
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